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NORTH WEST WATER AUTHORITY Item No. 3
SOUTH AND WEST CUMBERLAND 
FISHERIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE
18TH OCTOBER, 1976
FISH STOCKING BY THE AUTHORITY
Introduction
From time to time, at meetings of Fisheries Advisory 
Committees, members have enquired about policy in relation to trout 
stocking by the Authority.
Examination of this question on a regional basis has resulted 
in the production of this paper, which covers stocking not only 
with trout but with freshwater fish, and which puts forward pro­
posals for Authority policy in relation to such work when undertaken 
by the Authority.
In considering what attitude the Authority should take on the 
question of stocking, and what policy it should adopt, it may be 
useful to consider the background to the need for stocking.
Background
Over the past 25 years, fishing pressure on public, club and 
association water has increased enormously. In the case of coarse 
fisheries, this has had relatively little impact upon stocks, as 
fish are almost invariably returned to the water at the end of a 
fishing session. In the case of trout, however, which, like salmon 
and sea trout, are normally taken for consumption or sale (and 
rising values have probably tended to make the latter use increasingly 
attractive), it appears that, on many waters, stocks have decreased, 
in some cases alarmingly, so that, increasingly, anglers have had to 
depend upon stocking to maintain their sport. There are, of course, 
exceptions to this situation where careful management, limitation of 
fishing effort or strictly enforced bag limits - or a combination of 
all three - has maintained the stock at a level capable of meeting 
the demands placed upon it. This position is more readily attained 
on enclosed waters, and many of the existing still-water fisheries 
in Britain are good examples of what may be achieved. On such 
waters, stocking with takeable trout up to a considerable size is 
carried on throughout the season and an annual 'take' of as much as 
75% of the fish introduced has been recorded. On rivers, however, 
such work is complicated, and its effectiveness reduced, by the fact 
that there is nothing to prevent introduced fish from moving away, 
usually downstream, from the area into which they were released.
The direct value of stocking to an individual club or owner is thus 
arguable, and if a Water Authority is carrying out all or part of 
the stocking, the desirability of financing work of such dubious 
value from public funds could be called in question. At the same 
time, work of this kind has a disproportionately high public relations 
value. If a Water Authority supplies fish for stocking a club water, 
members feel that they are "getting something for their licence fee", 
and that their fishery is being improved (whether or not this is 
true) - despite the fact that the licence fee, which is intended to 
contribute to the cost of many activities besides stocking, represents 
the cost today of only five 10" trout, and there must be few serious 
trout anglers who do not catch more fish than that in the course of 
a season.
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3. Difficulties of Former River Authorities
Even in the time of the former River Authorities, when the 
areas of individual Authorities were much smaller than those of 
the Regional Water Authorities, problems arose over the question 
of stocking by an Authority. A number of different clubs and 
associations - apart from individual riparian owners - might have 
lengths of fishing on a particular river, and on a large river 
the number of such different interests could be considerable. If, 
as part of some annual stocking programme, trout or coarse fish, 
according to the nature of the water, were introduced by an 
Authority into the waters of some clubs, but not into those of 
others, the latter usually felt that they had been discriminated 
against - and did not hesitate to say so. The limiting factor in 
any work of this kind was usually a financial one, which some 
Authorities tried to overcome, so far as trout were concerned, by 
operating their own fish farms. This arrangement, while certainly 
convenient, was not necessarily a true economy, since costs tended 
to be concealed within the Authority's finances. Coarse fish were 
usually obtained by netting or electro-fishing on waters where the 
owner wished to have their numbers reduced, e.g. an over-stocked 
lake, or waters managed as trout fisheries.
When it is remembered that, in 1975 for example, trout intro­
duced by clubs and individuals in the area of the former Lancashire 
River Authority alone totalled more than 70,000, the scale on which 
stocking with these fish is carried out will be appreciated. With 
the emphasis on stocking, principally with takeable trout, the cost 
last year was probably in the region of £30,000. Assuming rather 
less stocking in the former Cumberland River Authority area, and 
considerably less in the former Mersey and Weaver River Authority 
area, the total cost last year of introduced trout may, nevertheless, 
have exceeded £50,000 for the Region. For the Authority to accept 
responsibility, as has been suggested in some quarters, for all or 
the major part of, trout stocking is clearly impracticable on 
financial grounds alone. How then, could the problem be approached?
4. Migratory Fish
In the case of migratory fish, the rearing and introduction of 
young fish into suitable river systems is justified on the grounds 
that returning adults are available to be taken by netsmen (if any) 
and by anglers throughout the greater part of the river's length.
Any work aimed at improving the runs of these fish entering the 
river is thus of benefit to the fisheries of the river as a whole - 
with the possible exception of the upper waters to which fish may 
not penetrate until after the end of the fishing season, and then 
only to spawn.
5. Non-migratory Trout and Coarse Fish
Where non-migratory trout or coarse fish are concerned, the 
position is entirely different since the benefit (if any) accruing 
from their introduction is necessarily a local one. However, in 
view of the Authority's statutory responsibilities for fisheries, 
it may reasonably be assumed that the carrying out by the Authority 
of a certain amount of stocking work is a legitimate and necessary 
part of its fisheries activities. The salient questions relate to 
the scope of this activity, the financing of it, the identification
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of waters which should properly be stocked and the source of the 
fish with which to carry out the stocking. These points are dis­
cussed below in relation to situations in which stocking might be 
considered.
(i) Stocking after Pollution
Restoration of a fishery after the occurrence of a 
fish mortality, which can be attributed solely to pol­
lution from the Authority's activities, is clearly a 
responsibility which should be accepted in full by the 
Authority. The obtaining of the necessary fish - be 
they trout or coarse fish - and their introduction into 
the water should be undertaken by the Fisheries Department 
of the Rivers Division.
Other fish mortalities will occur from time to time 
as a result of pollutions, the blame for which cannot 
readily be attributed to a particular source. In such 
cases allocation of responsibility is often a lengthy 
process and in some instances, indeed, is never achieved. 
Thus the owners or tenants of fisheries are all too often 
the only losers. If there is a clear cut court case where 
the polluter is prosecuted and a conviction obtained, there 
are firm grounds on which a claim for compensation by owner 
or tenant can be based. In these circumstances, any move 
by the Authority to re-stock the affected water, in col- 
laboration with owner or tenant, on the basis that the 
re-stocking is carried out without prejudice to any right 
of recovery from the convicted polluter, can help to pro­
duce early restoration of the fishery. A re-stocking 
arrangement, however, necessarily involves inclusion in 
the Fisheries budget of a provision to meet this possible 
cost which may, or may not, be utilised during the year.
(ii) Stocking of Authority's Own Waters
The Authority currently manages a small number of 
fisheries of its own on rivers and rather more fisheries 
on its own reservoirs. These fisheries are usually operated 
on a permit basis and, where there is any significant 
fishing pressure on the water, stocking - particularly with 
trout - is required. In the case of the Authority's river 
fisheries which are on waters which are primarily game fish 
waters, stocking with coarse fish, in addition to the stocks 
which exist naturally in these watersis unacceptable.
In the case of reservoirs, where natural spawning 
grounds for trout are either limited or non-existent, 
stocking is likely to be the only means of maintaining 
the fishery, and may have to be not only quite‘extensive, 
but spread out over the fishing season to ensure that the 
stock in the water is not unduly depleted well before the 
end of the season.
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As manager of a fishery, the Authority has a respon­
sibility to ensure that it offers to its permit-holders a 
reasonable potential for satisfactory sport. On a large, 
lightly-fished water such as Haweswater, the natural stock 
will probably be adequate to achieve this for some time 
ahead. On smaller and more intensively fished waters, 
such as the river fisheries and reservoirs at Longdendale 
and Rivington, only, regular introduction of fish can main­
tain an acceptable level of stock, and such work should 
carry considerable priority. The cost of stocking should 
be met from the funds of the Division managing the fishery, 
but the Fisheries Department of the Rivers Division should 
advise on stocking levels, etc.
(iii) Stocking of Waters Generally within the Region
The extent - if any - to which the Authority should 
accept responsibility (beyond that suggested in (i) above) 
for stocking waters which it does not manage or control is 
a difficult one. On the one hand, if full responsibility 
were to be accepted, the Authority would be likely, as is 
indicated earlier in this paper, to be accepting a financial 
commitment disproportionately large in relation to that 
involved in carrying out its other fisheries functions. On 
the other hand, if no stocking at all is carried out, it 
could be contended that the Authority was neglecting its 
statutory responsibilities for the maintenance and improve­
ment of fisheries. A further complication could arise if 
the Authority were to set up its own fish farms in order to 
supply substantial numbers of fish for general stocking.
From replies received to a letter recently sent to 
Regional Fisheries Officers of other Water Authorities it 
is clear that they are taking considerable care, in the 
distribution of any fish produced in their own farms, to 
ensure that the allegation cannot be made against them 
that they are in direct competition with commercial fish 
farmers. Fish from Authority-owned farms are used almost 
entirely for stocking Authorities' own waters, mainly 
reservoirs, and only relatively small surpluses are sold 
to the public either for stocking or for human consumption. 
It is clear that the supply of fish for stocking club, 
association and private waters is generally regarded as the 
field of the commercial fish farmer.
This is not to say, however, that the Authority might 
not make some general contribution in the field of stocking. 
It would be possible to hatch and rear trout and to release 
them as fed fry or fingerlings into tributary streams for 
the general benefit of the river system concerned, in much 
the same way that salmon and sea trout fry are reared and 
released. The drawback to such a scheme, however, lies in 
the fact that few tributaries do not already contain, or 
give access to, natural spawning trout, and thus carry their 
own juvenile populations. Unless these are well below the 
carrying capacity of the water - a point which is usually 
very difficult to assess - the addition of further young 
fish can only produce imbalance between stock, living space 
and food, and may result is substantial fry mortality.
On a much smaller scale, trout removed in the course 
of preparing nursery streams for the release' of salmon and 
sea trout fry can be re-distributed to fishing areas. How­
ever, the numbers involved are unlikely to be sufficient 
to do more than relatively small local stocking, and perhaps 
to cause friction with clubs who have not received an 
allocation of fish. Despite this problem, however, there 
seems no reason why fish from this source should not be 
distributed in the area where they are obtained, provided 
that the owner of the water from which they are removed has 
no objection.
There will always be occasions when it may be desirable, 
as part of some survey or investigation, to release consider­
able numbers of trout or coarse' fish into a water, probably 
with a dye mark or other means of identification on them, 
and such action is clearly well within the Authority's 
statutory powers.
Stocking with Coarse Fish
Much controversy has long existed over the merits and demerits 
of coarse fish stocking. By reason of their fecundity, and environ­
mental requirements for spawning, together with the fact that, when 
caught, they are not normally removed permanently from the water; 
given a reasonably suitable habitat, coarse fish can quickly build 
up a large, self-supporting population, particularly in still or 
slow-flowing waters.
It has long been held by many anglers that the best cure for 
poor or deteriorating fishing results is to re-stock. In fact, under 
these conditions, re-stocking can sometimes be damaging to a fishery 
as when, for example, over-population or disease is the cause of the 
decline. Equally, however, stocking can be important to the success 
of a fishery as in the case of a new water or the introduction of a 
species which is absent from the water, apart from restoration of a 
fishery after pollution - probably the most frequent situation and 
one which genuinely requires stocking to be carried out.
Coarse fish for stocking can be obtained, at a cost usually 
considerably greater than that of trout, from a very limited number 
of suppliers. An alternative source is pools in which natural 
breeding takes place, the stocks being netted out as required, 
leaving mature fish to continue breeding. Efforts are being made 
to establish a number of these pools in the predominantly coarse 
fishing areas. In view of the restricted commercial supplies of 
coarse fish in relation to the demand which exists for them, it 
appears unlikely that the use by the Authority of coarse fish stock 
pools to help to supply the needs of clubs will lead, at any rate 
in the foreseeable future, to conflict with commercial interests, 
particularly in view of the near-impossibility of obtaining any 
supplies from the Continent, where such fish are more readily 
available, by reason of import restrictions imposed by the Ministry 
of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food in the interests of control of 
the spread of fish disease to this country.
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7. Summary and Recommendations
As future policy, therefore, it is recommended that:-
(a) The Authority should be free to undertake restocking 
in order to restore a fishery, destroyed or damaged 
by pollution from a sewage treatment works or other 
installation operated by the Authority.
(b) The Authority stock, as necessary, waters including 
reservoirs which it owns or leases, where fishing 
is made available on permit to the public.
(c) In order to meet the commitments at (a) and (b) 
above, the Authority should be able to buy from 
commercial sources, to use existing facilities, or 
to set up new facilities as may be considered most 
effective and convenient for the purpose.
(d) In the case of coarse fish, once facilities have 
been established, the Authority should be free to 
supply fish to clubs for restocking their waters.
(e) On waters other than those which they own or control, 
the Authority at its own discretion, and with the 
prior consent of the owners, carry out any stocking 
which may appear necessary for the maintenance, 
improvement and development of fisheries, and in 
doing so, should be free to obtain fish for that 
purpose from whatever source may appear most suitable.
(f) The question of charging for the supply of fish should 
be considered on its merits in each case and any charge 
made should be broadly in line with current market 
prices for the fish involved.
Item No. 4-
NORTH WEST WATER AUTHORITY
SOUTH AND WEST CUMBERLAND 
FISHERIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE
18TH OCTOBER, 1976
DROUGHT SITUATION
As a result of the drought situation prevailing this summer, 
the Government decided that additional statutory powers were 
required to assist Water Authorities in water conservation, and 
in consequence the Drought Act, 1976, was passed on 6th August, 1976.
The Act enables Water Authorities to apply to the Minister for 
Drought Orders to prohibit or limit prescribed uses of water.
Because of the situation prevailing in the Authority's Area 
application was made for an Order to cover the whole of the North 
West Region, resulting in the granting of the North West Water 
Authority (Prescribed Uses)(Drought) Order, 1976, which came into 
operation on 17th September, 1976. Members will be familiar with 
details of the prohibitions imposed by the Order which were in 
fact lifted on 7th October, 1976, in (inter alia) the area of the 
Cumbria County Council.
In addition to these prohibitions applications have been made 
for Orders under Section 1(3)(e) of the Act, authorising reduction 
of compensation water or variations of similar requirements as set 
out in the Appendix hereto.
APPENDIX
List of waters in the South and West Cumberland 
area in respect of which applications have been made 
to the Secretary of State for an order under Section 
1 of -the Drought Act, 1976, to reduce the quantity 
of compensation water into a receiving watercourse.
Lake or 
Reservoir
Receiving
Watercourse Actual Compensation Water
Reduced Compensation 
Water Applied for
Present State 
of Order
Thirlmere St. John's 
Beck
(a) 3 mgd throughout the year.
(b) Up to 4 mgd as may be required by 
the millowners during the months 
of December to September inclusive, 
subject to a maximum of 391 mg in 
any period of six months ending on 
30th September.
(a) 2 mgd.
(b) to suspend temporarily the 
millowners entitlement.
Order came into force 
on 1st October, 1976.
Ennerdale River Ehen 7 mgd 4 mgd Withdrawn
Item No. 5  
NORTH WEST WATER AUTHORITY
SOUTH AND WEST CUMBERLAND 
FISHERIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE
18TH OCTOBER, 1976
BRANTHWAITE WEIR
1. Subsequent to the last meeting of the Committee, a report was 
received which suggested that the vendor of the mill house, weir 
and other associated properties and rights might have reserved to 
himself in the sale certain of these properties and rights. Had 
this been so, the legal position relating to the weir, sluice and 
water rights might have been radically altered, with consequent 
effect upon the Authority's right to install a fish pass, the 
water requirements of which would take priority over all other 
requirements. However, detailed investigation of the matter has 
shown that this is not the case, and that the present owner does 
appear to own everything he claims to own.
2. In the circumstances, a further approach is being made to the 
owner of the mill house and weir with a view to reaching agreement 
with him on the construction of a fish pass on the weir which will 
operate above a certain predetermined flow in the river. Such a 
pass could not be approved by the Minister of Agriculture, Fisheries 
and Food, under the Salmon and Freshwater Fisheries Act, 1975, but 
this appears to be the best compromise which can be achieved in the 
circumstances.
A verbal progress report will be given at the meeting of the 
Committee.
Item No. 6
NORTH WEST WATER AUTHORITY
SOUTH AND WEST CUMBERLAND 
FISHERIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE
18TH OCTOBER, 1976
REPORT BY AREA FISHERIES OFFICER 
ON FISHERIES ACTIVITIES
1. General Report - Rivers and Fishing
All rivers in the area were at normal summer levels at the 
start of the review period on 20th May. Occasional showers brought 
brief freshets during the remainder of May and June; fishing con­
ditions were generally good and by the last week in June fair num­
bers of salmon were showing in the Derwent and Ellen as well as a 
few in the Ehen and Irt, and there were good stocks of sea trout in 
all rivers. The reported total of 19 salmon caught on the Derwent 
to the end of June is well up on recent years and catches were, in 
general, satisfactory for the time of year. But then the rain 
stopped.
By the end of the first week in July only the Irt and Esk were 
carrying enough water to be worthwhile and by the end of the third 
week, in spite of thunder showers in mid-month, even these rivers 
had ceased to yield more than two or three sea trout a week. The 
drought did not break significantly until the second week in 
September, by which time the Derwent, Ellen, Ehen and Calder were 
drastically low. Newlands Beck, above Bassenthwaite, and the Ellen 
in the vicinity of Uldale all but dried up, necessitating the removal 
of distressed trout and parr, and many of the smaller spawning becks 
dried up completely; furunulosis broke out again on the Derwent, 
particularly in the docks, and large numbers of salmon and sea trout 
were lost; no fresh fish passed the tidal limit on the Ellen, Yearl 
Weir on the Derwent, Braystones on the Ehen and the mouth of the 
Calder. Only the Irt and Esk held enough flow to allow any fish 
movement and on these there were large numbers of sea trout in the 
middle and lower reaches by mid-August although few were caught.
Good shoals of herling were seen in the bottom of the Ehen during 
August.
On the Derwent, in order to allow continuing industrial 
abstraction, the fish-pass at Yearl Weir was blocked on 4th September 
and a temporary earth dam was built across Black Box pool on 
6th September; these will be removed as soon as lake levels are back 
to normal, river conditions permitting. On the Ehen, the compensation 
flow from Ennerdale Lake, normally 7 mgd, fell to 1.6 mgd or.
4th August; it was restored to 4 icgd by pumping, having been less 
than this for just four days.
When there was at last significant rain towards mid-September, 
all rivers in the area rose to above normal levels for a few days 
and at the time of writing are still at about the seasonal normal. 
There have been good runs of sea trout into the Derwent and Ehen 
and fair runs into the Ellen, Irt and Esk. Sea trout stocks appear 
now to be generally good. Salmon catches, however, improved only on 
the Derwent where there were 29 taken in the second week; the only 
fresh run salmon seen have been in the Irt. Salmon stocks in the 
rivers appear to be generally low. ,
Stocking
The following introductions of fish were carried out under 
consent between 23rd May and 20th September, 1976:
(i) On 14th July, River Derwent in Borrowdale - 5,000 brown 
trout fry by the National Trust;
(ii) On 10th June, 16th July and 27th August, Cogra Moss - 
300 rainbow trout by Cockermouth Angling Association;
(iii) On 31st May, Farm pond near Cockermouth - 200 rainbow 
trout by Mr. B. Bowyer.
Surveys/Experiments
(i) The assessment of the effects of sulphide pollution on Tom 
Rudd Beck, a tributary of the River Cocker, was continued 
using fish holding cages in May and electric fishing surveys 
in August. The latter demonstrated that after an extended 
period of virtual drought the contamination had fallen to a 
level no longer critical to young salmonid fish.
(ii) The River Annas has been chosen as ideal for experimental 
population surveying with a view to gaining valuable know- 
ledge on the behaviour and distribution of juvenile salmonids, 
for the following reasons
(a) It has regular runs of both salmon and sea trout and 
good natural spawning areas;
(b) It is a discreet river system, running direct to the 
sea;
(c) It is not significantly polluted;
(d) It is small enought to be effectively surveyed by 
electric fishing throughout its length.
These constitute an unusual distinction.
I am grateful to Mr. Coward of the Millom and District Angling 
Association for permission to carry out a preliminary survey 
to assess, in the first instance, the immediate effects of the 
drought on fish distribution. This survey was carried out, at 
six sites along the river, on 15th, 16th and 17th September.
In the long term it should be possible not merely to achieve 
real benefit from selective fry stocking in the headwaters 
but to monitor and positively to demonstrate such benefit, and 
in doing so gather information valuable to the formulation of 
our fry stocking policies for the area as a whole.
Fish Transfers
(i) Perch traps set in Loweswater, by the National Trust, took 
many thousands of small perch in May. Permission was given 
for these fish to be removed from the area, alive.
(ii) Perch traps set in Mockerkin Tarn, on behalf of the
Cockermouth Angling Association, took 761 perch, 19 pike 
and 36 eels. The traps were removed on 16th June and two 
gill nets were set for three days; these took just 47 perch 
and 3 pike.
(iii) Consent was given for eel traps to be set in Buttermere and 
Loweswater during June and July.
Fish Mortalities/Disease
(i) Between 15th July and 15th September, 284 dead or moribund 
salmon and 50 sea trout were removed from the Workington 
Dock area at the mouth of the Derwent. The principal cause 
of death was furunculosis disease.
(ii) Roe Beck on the River Ellen near Dearham was critically
polluted by silage effluent on 26th and 27th July. About 
60 brown trout were killed.
Radio Equipment for Bailiffing Staff
New hand-held radios have now been issued to the bailiffs in all 
areas and the fitting of ancilliary equipment into their vehicles is 
proceeding. Initial experience has illustrated the need for extensive 
field trials before we can be confident of working within the limita­
tions of the equipment.
Holmwrangle Hatchery
(i) Current fish stocks
Species
Sea Trout 
Brown Trout 
Salmon 
Sea Trout 
Brown Trout 
Salmon 
Salmon 
Sea Trout 
Sea Trout 
Brown Trout
Source
Northumberland 
Yorkshire 
River Eden 
Northumberland 
Yorkshire 
River Eden 
River Wye 
Northumberland 
Border Esk 
Yorkshire
Age
(Years)
2+
2+
1+
1+
1+
0+
0+
0+
0+
0+
Average
Weight
(gm)
1,040
233
22
38
160
1.4 
1.9 
1.6
1.5 
3.1
Number
1,060
1.480 
2,503 
1,440
207
6.480 
1,342
6.480 
1,880
58,147
(ii) Fry Stocking
The planting of salmon and sea trout fed fry into prepared 
nursery streams throughout the area was carried out between 
10th June and 8th July according to the schedule included 
in my last report to this committee, the only significant 
alteration to this arising from a decision to retain only 
about 10,000 each of salmon and sea trout fry. These will, 
in the long term, be sufficient to keep our rearing-on 
facilities operating at full capacity.
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( i i i )  D is e a s e
D is e a s e  p ro b lem s e n c o u n te re d  d u r in g  th e  p e r io d  s in c e  
2 0 th  May h av e  b e e n  m in im a l. A m inor r e c u r r e n c e  o f  
f u r u n c u lo s i s  among th e  two y e a r - o ld  brown t r o u t  i n  l a t e  
Ju n e  was b ro u g h t  u n d e r  c o n t r o l  in  s p i t e  o f  h ig h  w a te r  
t e m p e r a tu r e s .  U n f o r tu n a te ly ,  how ever a  m is c a lc u la t io n  
o f  d o sag e  r a t e  on th e  a d o p tio n  o f  a  new p r o p h y la c t i c  d ru g  
r e s u l t e d  in  th e  l o s s  o f  3 ,162  o f  t h e s e  f i s h  on 1 9 th  J u ly .
The c o n d i t io n  o f  th e  re m a in d e r  h a s  s in c e  im proved  con-  
s i d e r a b l y .  A m in o r o u tb re a k  o f  S a p r o le g n ia  fungus among 
th e  one y e a r - o ld  s e a  t r o u t  was o b s e rv e d  t o  b e  r e s t r i c t e d  
l a r g e l y  t o  p r e c o c io u s  s m o lts  and was c o n t r o l l e d  by th e  
p l a n t i n g  o u t  o f  t h e s e  f i s h .
( iv )  S m o lts
Grow th r a t e s  o f  up t o  20% p e r  m onth i n  th e  y e a r l i n g  s e a  
t r o u t  and salm on hav e  r e s u l t e d  i n  up t o  15% s m o lt in g  a t  u n d e r  
1.5 y e a r s  o ld .  T h is  i s  a  v e ry  e n c o u ra g in g  d ev e lo p m en t a s  y e a r -  
l i n g  s m o lts  c o s t  o n ly  a b o u t o n e - t h i r d  a s  much a s  th e  n o rm al 
tw o -y e a r  s m o l t s . I t  i s  a n t i c i p a t e d  t h a t  w ith  c o n s i s t e n t l y  
im proved  g row th  r a t e s  among t h i s  y e a r 's  f r y ,  t h i s  p e rc e n ta g e  
w i l l  f u r t h e r  i n c r e a s e  i n  th e  com ing y e a r .  C o n tin u o u s  m oni-  
t o r i n g  and s e g r e g a t io n  o f  th e  y e a r l i n g s  h a s  e n a b le d  th e  
p l a n t i n g  o u t  o f  202 salm on s m o lts  i n t o  th e  Eden and 203 s e a  
t r o u t  s m o lts  i n t o  th e  Ehen in  S o u th -W est C um berland .
(v) B rood S to ck
The tw o y e a r - o ld  N o rth u m b rian  s e a  t r o u t , o f  w hich  we hav e  
o v e r  a  th o u s a n d , h a v e  m a in ta in e d  t h e i r  e x c e l l e n t  g row th  r a t e  
and  now a p p e a r  a l l  t o  be  m a tu r in g  r a p i d l y .  I t  s h o u ld  b e  
p o s s ib l e  t o  o b t a in  i n  e x c e s s  o f  l .5 m i l l i o n  ova from  th e s e  t h i s  
y e a r ,  a l l  b e in g  w e l l .  T h is  w i l l  b e  p a r t i c u l a r l y  u s e f u l  a s  i t  
seem s l i k e l y  t h a t  i t  w i l l  b e  d i f f i c u l t  t o  o b ta in  ova from  o u t -  
s id e  s o u rc e s  t h i s  y e a r .
(v i)  The H a tc h e ry  F a c i l i t i e s
(a) The d r a in a g e  c h a n n e ls  in  th e  h a tc h e r y  b u i ld i n g  h av e  b e e n  
e x te n s i v e l y  r e n o v a te d .
(b) The i n s t a l l a t i o n s  o f  th e  e ig h t  G .R .P . h a tc h in g  t ro u g h s  
hav e  b een  im p ro v ed .
(c) The c o v e rs  on th e  l a r g e  o u td o o r  r e a r i n g  ta n k s  a r e  t o  b e  
r e p la c e d  by  more p e rm a n en t on es  and  work i s  now in  p r o -  
g r e s s  on one o f  t h e s e .  I f  t h i s  one i s  s u c c e s s f u l  we 
w i l l  hav e  a l l  t h r e e  ta n k s  p r o p e r ly  c o v e re d  by  n e x t  summer.
(d) New l e a f  s c r e e n s  have  b e e n  made and  i n s t a l l e d  i n  th e  
H u rley  Beck s u p p ly  ta n k s .
(e) I t  h a s  b e e n  found  p o s s ib l e  g r e a t l y  t o  im prove th e  f lo w  
c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o f  th e  r e a r in g  ta n k s  by  means o f  s u b t l e  
m o d if ic a t io n s  t o  th e  w a te r  p i p i n g . T h is  h a s  l e d  t o  a  
g e n e r a l  im provem ent in  r e a r in g  c o n d i t io n s .
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8. Prosecutions
Name and Address Offence River and CourtDate Date
John Robert Bishop, 
2 Whitfield Bids., 
Quayside, 
Workington.
Fishing for pike 
with unlicensed 
instrument, rod 
and line during 
Annual Close 
Season.
Mockerkin
Tarn
23.5.76
5.7.76
Brian David McNichol, 
63 Coningsby Road, 
High Wycombe,
Bucks.
Fishing with Derwent
unlicensed instru- 20.6.76 
ment for trout
23.8.76
Neil Mounsey, 
British Legion, 
Maryport.
Taking sea trout 
with unlicensed 
instrument, i.e. 
hands.
Ellen
25.6.76 3.9.76
Alan Geoffrey Green, 
2B Bounty Avenue, 
Maryport.
Taking sea trout 
with unlicensed 
instrument, i.e. 
hands.
Ellen
25.6.76
3.9.76
Richard Weaver,
12, Edinburgh Road, 
Maryport.
Taking sea trout 
with unlicensed 
instrument, i.e. 
hands.
Ellen
5.7.76
3.9.76
Brian Southwell,
59 Derwent Avenue, 
Netherton, 
Maryport.
Aiding and 
abetting
Ellen
5.7.76
3.9.76
James Elliot,
19 Church Terrace, 
Maryport.
Taking sea trout Ellen 
with an unlicensed 4.7.76 
instrument, i.e. 
hands.
3.9.76
William Morley,
142 Bowthorne Road, 
Cleator Moor.
Attempting to take Ehen 
fish (salmon and 2.7.76 
sea trout) by means 
of illegal instru­
ment, i.e. snare.
23.8.76
Peter Agnew, 
7 High Road, 
Thornhill, 
Egremont.
Attempting to take Ehen 
fish (salmon and 2.7.76 
sea trout) by means 
of illegal instru­
ment, i.e. snare.
23.8.76
Brian Gunn,
6 Duke Street, 
Cleator Moor.
Attempting to take Ehen 
fish (salmon and 2.7.76 
sea trout) by means 
of Illegal instru­
ment, i.e. si;are.
23.8.76
Fine
£3 plus 
Advocate's 
Fee - £5
£10 plus 
Advocate's 
Fee - £10
£10 plus 
Advocate's 
Fee - £5
£5 plus 
Advocate1s 
Fee - £5
£10 plus 
Advocate's 
Fee - £5
£5 plus 
Advocate's 
Fee - £5
£10 plus 
Advocate's 
Fee - £10
£30 plus 
Advocate's 
Fee - £5
£30 plus 
Advocate' s 
Fee - £5
£30 plus 
Advocate's 
Fee - £5
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Name and Address Offence River and CourtDate Date Fine
Keith Foster,
43 Ennerdale Road, 
Maryport.
Taking sea trout Ellen 
with unlicensed 6.7.76 
instrument
3.9.76 £10 plus
Advocate' s 
Fee - £5
William Johnson, 
4 The Gill, 
Maryport.
Aiding and 
abetting Foster
Ellen 3.9.76 £5 plus
6.7.76 Advocate's
Fee - £5
James Anderson,
1 Ellenfoot Drive, 
Maryport.
Taking sea trout 
with unlicensed 
instrument, i.e. 
hands
Ellen
11.7.76
10.9.76 £10
Edwin Reed,
81 Ewanrigg Road, 
Maryport.
Taking fish (sea 
trout) with an 
unlicensed instru­
ment , i.e. hands
Ellen 10.9.76 £10 plus
28.7.76 Advocate's
Fee - £2
James Anderson,
1 Ellenfoot Drive, 
Maryport.
Taking sea trout 
with unlicensed 
instrument, i.e. 
hands
Ellen 10.9.76 £15 plus
31.7.76 Advocate's
Fee - £2
Joseph Scott,
24 Moorside Drive, 
Maryport.
In possession of Ellen 
illegal net during 29.7.76 
hours of darkness.
10.9.76 £15 & £10 pit 
Advocate' s 
Fee - £2
Alan Kirkbride,
21 Moorside Drive, 
Maryport.
In possession of Ellen 
illegal net during 29.7.76 
hours of darkness
10.9.76 £15 & £10 plu 
Advocate's 
Fee - £2
